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EAL for the Truth, rather than for 
any particular opinions, & a proſeſ- 
fion equally made on both fides by contro- 
verſial writers in general; and on both ſides, 
I think, liberal credit ſhould be given to it: 
but though liberally given, it muſt not how- 
ever be given altogether without reſerve. 
All men, I preſume, feel a feli-complacency 
in the event of every diſquiſition, when they 
find their preconceptions juſtified by proof: 
and, 
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and, on the contrary, when they have flat- 
tered themſelves that they were arrived at a 
certainty of knowledge, it cannot fail to be 
felt as ſome ſort of mortification, if they 
ſhould be forced to accept the ſcholar's part, 
in the very moment when they were ſeating 
themſelves in the maſter's chair. Hence, it 
muſt often be expected, that the fantaſtic 
honours of ſcience may get a temporary 
poſſeſſion, at leaſt, even of minds the moſt 
ſuſceptible to the genuine charms of Truth: 
yet they who love her the beſt, will be the 
moſt jealous of this deceitfulneſs of their 
too great, nor any means too trivial or de- 
grading, which may prove a guard againſt 
this common ſource of error. We may, 
however, almoſt venture to ſay, that all the 
care of this fort which can be taken, hath 
never yet been found of efficacy ſufficient 
to induce any leader of a controverly to 
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avow himſelf a convert to the more cogent 
arguments of an adverſary. In a diſpute 
concerning any matter of pretty general 
intereſt, it happens too, that the bye-ſtanders 
are generally in ſo great a hurry to chuſe a 
favourne, that the reaſons on both fides are 
the leaſt thing attended to. Each party ſa- 
lutes its own champion with the pæans of 
victory; but who hath really the advantage, 
remains as much a queſtion at the cloſe of 
the day, 2s it was before the fight began: fo 
that the conteſt ends with no better effect, 
than to leave the minds of the diſputants 
themſelves, and of their reſpective adherents, 
exaſperated againſt each other; while the 
cooler and more dilpaſſionate ſpectators of- 
ten find it fo difficult to form their judg- 
ment, as to make them think it hardly worth 
while to enquire, what the fair ſtate of the 
que ſlion may be—what the principles, equal- 
ly admitted by both parties, or peculiar to 

either 


CS 9 
either—and how far theſe are to be received 
as ſelf-evident, or proved, or capable of 
proof. 


Thus zeal for the truth ends where it be- 
gan in mere proſeſſion: the learned oppo- 
nents remain confirmed more than ever in 
their oppoſite and contradictory opinions ; 
and, what is {till more deplorable, the world 
has gained but little in point of knowledge, 
while it hath loſt a great deal in the more 
important virtue of charity, through that 
natural infection of paſſion, which every 
mortal man 1s ſubject to, in ſome degree or 
other. 


I have ſometimes thought, that this evil 
might admit of remedy, if it were eftabliſh- 
ed as a fundamental law of controverſy, that 
whenever any one hath poſſeſſed himſelf of 


any ſubject, in the capacity of a teacher of 
u, 


WF 


it, either in whole or in part, he ſhould be 
entitled to have and to hold the fame, until 


he himſelf ſhould think proper to relinquiſh 
it. 


But as every one who undertakes the 
office of an inſtructor, is, on his part, bound 
to condeſcend to thoſe, who are willing to 
learn of him, in fuch manner as may be ne- 
ceſſary to explain to them both his firſt 
principles, and his deductions from them; I 
apprehend that he ſhould not find cauſe of 
offence in any queſtion that can be put to 
him, fairly relative to his doctrine; nor 
ſhould be above replying fairly and directly 
to it ; as fairly and direttly, as he would be 
bound to do, if under examination upon 
his oath. The petulance of perſons under 
prejudices, which he hath undertaken to 
remove, ſhould have no influence on him, 
ſeated on the pinnacle of ſcience, in the calm 
and unclouded regions of Truth : If, how- 
ever, from the courſe of the enquirer's que- 
3 ſtions, 


1 
ſtions, the maſter ſhould ſuſpett him to be 
under the dominion of falſe principles, which 
made him incapable of receiving the truth, 
he ought to have the privilege, whenever he 
thinks proper, after replying to his pupil's 
demands, to ſeat the ignorant perſon in his 
own place, and himſelf to take the queſtion- 
ing part; in order to diſcover exactly what 
thoſe falſe principles are, which have this 
perverſe eſſect, and to convince him, who 
holds them, of his error. 


In this manner, I think, the ignorant could 
hardly fail of inſtruction, as far as their ca- 
pacity for receiving it, might extend; nor 
the learned of diſcovering, at leaſt, what was 
that difference in their principles, which 
might render it impoſlible for them to come 
to the fame concluſions. But a further great 
advantage of this method would be, that no 
man would be able to fix on an adverſary 
any 
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any principle, or any conſequence to be 
drawn from his principles, which he himſelf 
might not be willing to allow; and thus the 
practice of making objettions for an oppo- 
nent in one's own way, for the fake of an- 
ſwering them again after one's own faſhion, 
would be entirely aboliſhed : nor could any 
controverſy be followed by the mob, for the 
mere diverſion of ſeeing what hard blows 
Whoever might be inclined to bear a part in 
the enquiry in hand, muſt needs bring a 
calm and attentive mind to the debate, to 
hear and underſtand what ſhould be faid on 
one fide, as well as on the other; and 
every perſon who came not thus prepared, 
would ſoon find, that he could have no temp- 
tation to remain; as the matter muſt of ne- 
ceſſuy be as unintelligible to him, as if it 
were to be diſcuſſed in an unknown tongue. 
Thus Truth might be purſued with equal 

B 2 ſreedom, 


SY 
freedom, without that rancour and ill-will 
which can never properly belong to the ho- 
nourable rivals for the poſſeſſion of fo di- 
vine a miſtreſs: nor would the unthankful 
multitude turn again, and rend their teachers, 
for ſcattering among them the precepts of a 
wiſdom, too precious and too fublime for 
all to be alike prepared to receive it. 


I have been led into theſe reflections by 
the peruſal of a late publication of your's, 
not very voluminous indeed, but perhaps of 
no leſs importance than many of your larger 
and more elaborate works; being a Sermon 
delivered by you, proſeſſedly to inſtruct 
your brother- diſſenters in the conduct they 
ought to obſerve, in order to procure the 
repeal of the Corporation and Teſt Acts, 
and ſanctioned by a committee whom it 
ſhould ſeem you have empowered to act, in 
ſome fort, for you as a body. 


The 
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The ſubjeR is certainly of very great na- 
tional importance, and deſerves the atten- 
tive conſideration of every man who values 
the religion or the laws of his country, or 
who thinks they may have any neceſſary or 
eventual relation to each other. Yet every 
man may not have ſo comprehenſive a view 
of it, as to be ſatisfied what part he ought 
to take, and what are the principles on which 
he ought to govern his own conduct, and 
endeavour to influence that of others. Of 
this number, Sir, perhaps I may be reckoned 
| to be one; and I have thought that I could 
| not apply to any better inſtructor than your- 
| ſelf, who have told us, that © the ſecurity of 

yourſelf and your brethren, and of your cauſe, 
| xs to ariſe from your enhighter:ng the minds of 
| your countrymen *,” 


A direct anſwer from you to ſome que- 
ſhons which your diſcourſe has ſuggeſted, 


I flatter 
* See Dr. Prieftley's Sermon, p. 12. 
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I flatter myſelf, will tend extremely to en- 
of our countrymen may at the ſame time 
derive equal benefit ; and ſhould you find, 
by experiment, that this mode of inſtruction 
is generally ſerviceable to your cauſe in this 
inſtance, you may perhaps have opportuni- 
ties of applying it with equal ſucceſs in 
others : at any rate, I truſt it can be of no 
difſervice to the cauſe of Truth and com- 
mon ſenſe; and if you ſhould, at any future 
time, think my inſtruction might proceed 
better, by examining into the ſtate of my 
opinions, than by the explanation of your 
own, [I ſhall be ready to anſwer any enqui- 
ries on that ſubjett, with all ingenuouſneſs. 
In the mean time, if in the proceſs of my 
enquiries, I ſeem to miſapprehend your doc- 
trines on this important ſubject of Religion 
and Politics, I hope you will have the good- 
neſs to ſet me right. 


The 
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The diſſenters, as I underſtand Dr. Prieſt- 
ley, found their demand for the repeal of 
the Corporation and Teſt Acts, not on fa- 
vour, but on a natural inherent right * : that 
right is, they fay, infringed by theſe acts, 
which are therefore an oppreſſion, injuſtice, 
and perſecution + exerciſed againſt them by 
the eſtabliſhed church. All this is taken for 
granted throughout Dr. Prieſtley's diſcourſe; 
wherein I find nothing that has ſo much the 
appearance of an argument to prove this 
infringement of Tight, as where he ſays, that 
it muſt be unjuſt that the diſſenters ſhould be 
ſubjected to any penalty, unleſs it can be ſhown 
that they have been guilly of ſome offence J. 


I underſtand from Dr. P. himſelf, that it 
is not allowed on the other fide, that injuſ- 
tice 


* Sec Dr. Pricſtley's Sermon, p. 15. 
+ Sec ditto, p. 4. 11, 12, &c. 
+ Ditto, p. 5. 
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tice is committed againſt any one by theſe 
Acts. Nay, that a great majority of the nation 
do not know of any ſuch myuſtice ; and that 
of they knew it, they would heartily join in re- 
dreſſing it I have further heard it argued, 
that what Dr. Prieſtley and his brethren call 
a penalty, is really no penalty; and that it is 
not the object of the above-mentioned laws 
to puniſh any offence committed; that the As 
are merely precautionary Acts, to keep Dr. 
Prieſiley and his brethren out of ſituations, 
where they might be tempted to commit 
offence in numberleſs ways, for which the 
law can no otherwiſe provide, but by taking 
care that they ſhall not be expoſed to the 
and opportunity of committing it. 


Quere iſt. I beg Dr. Prieſtley to inform 
me, in the firſt place, if he allows this to 
be 


See Dr. Prieſtley's Sermon, p. 14. 
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be a fair general ſtate of the queſtion, re- 
ſpecting which he propoſes to enizghten our 
minds ? 


2d. Is it any part of the buſineſs of the 
legiflature to judge of the qualifications 


neceffary for the magiſtracy ? or is this the 
buſineſs of any body, or of nobody ? 


3d. Is religion, in any fort, a qualifica- 
tion; and proſaneneſs, a diſqualification ? 


4th. Is there any other proper judge of 
religion, as a qualification for the magiſtra- 
cy, but the legiſlature, and ſuch officers as 
are legally empowered to judge thereof? 


5th. Doth the legiſlature infringe any na- 
tural inherent right in any man, by decla- 
ring certain qualifications in every man alike 
See Dr. Prieftley's Sermon, p. 12. 

C neceſ- 
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neceſſary to his exerciſing, or holding, any 
particular office of public truſt ? 


6th. Hath any man any natural inherent 
right to any office of public truſt, indepen- 
dent of the laws of his country ? 


7th. A man ſhall not be judge in his own 
cauſe—a wife ſhall not be admitted evidence 
againſt her huſband. —Doth Dr. Prieſtley 
conſider theſe diſqualifications, in the light 
of penalties, and the conſequence of offences 
committed by the diſqualified parties? Or 
is the declaration of theſe diſqualiſications, 
an infringement of any natural inherent 
right ? 


8th. Does Dr. Prieſtley really believe, that 
the life we are now living in this world is 


intended as a preparation for another ? and 


that our eternal happineſs and miſery in the 


next 
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next life, will be determined by the habits 
of religion and virtue, or by thoſe of im- 
piety and vice, which have been acquired 
here ? 


ſtitutions of civil government have any na- 
tural tendency to promote or to diſcourage 
habits of this fort? and if they have, is it, 
in any fort, the duty of the legiſlature, on 
this account, to make it the object of the 
public inſtitutions to encourage and pro- 
mote true religion and virtue, on the one 
hand, and to diſcountenance and diſcourage 
impiety and vice, on the other? Or does 
Dr. Prieſtley think, that the religious and 
moral habits of the individual—the order of 
civil ſociety and the happineſs and miſery 
of another life are all ſeparate and diſſinct 
things, without relation, or connexion of 
any kind ? 


C 2 10th. Is 
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10th. Is there either oppreſſion, injuſtice, 
or perſecution, in excluding from the exer- 
ciſe of the public authority, perſous, who in 
the opinion of the legiſlature, and a great 
majority of the community, would be liable 
to abuſe their truſt, to the purpoſes of pro- 
pagating error, or obſcuring the truths of 


religion? the fame perſons, however, being 
at the ſame time equally protected in their 


perſons and properties with the reſt of their 
fellow-ſubjets—their errors borne with, and 
tolerated to the utmoſt extent which, it is 
thought, mere tenderneſs of confcience can 
poſſibly require, or which can conſiſt with 


the ſecurity of the eſtabliſhed religion ? 


11th. Are not the bounds of the magi- 
ſrate's authority, with reſpect to religion, 
ſtrictly defined by the legiſlature in this coun- 
try? and is not his exerciſe of that autho- 
rity 
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rity continually ſubjett to the reviſion and 
controul of the courts of juſtice ? 


12th. Does Dr. Prieſtley think, that a 
member of the legiſlature, who ſincerely be- 
lieves in the being and moral government 
of God, ought to concur in commuting the 
people to the care of an atheiſt magiſtrate? 


13th. Does Dr. Prieſtley think, that a mem- 
ber of the legiſlature, who believes in a di- 
vine revelation, as abſolutely neceſſary to fave 
men from vice, irreligion, and all the groſſeſt 
corruptions of human nature in this life, and 


from eternal miſery hereafter, ought to con- 


cur, in committing the people, in any de- 
gree he could avoid, to the care of ma gi- 
ſtrates whom he believed to be groſsly 1gno- 
rant of the revealed will of God, and eager- 


ly bent to decry many of the moſt important 
doctrines of revelation ; while other perſons, 


whom 
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whom he judged competently inſtructed in, 
and well diſpoſed to the truth, were to be 
found to accept the truſt ? 


14th. Does Dr. Prieſtley think, that in a 
Chriſtian country, it is at all expedient that 
the magiſtrate ſhould be a Chriſtian, rather 
than a Jew, a Mahometan, a heathen, or an 
atheiſt ? 


15th. Does Dr. Prieſtley think it poſſible, 
that the legiſlature, in a Chriſtian country, 
can be mdifferent to all religions, and all 
ſects ?—Can it regard the people, in no de- 
gree, as having an intereſt in a life to come, 
and the happineſs or miſery of that life to 
come, as totally independent and unconnect- 
ed with the adminiſtration of the magiſtrate 
in his office? And does Dr. Prieſtley aſſert, 
that the legiſlature tranſgreſſes the bounds 
of its proper duty, whenever it pays any at- 
tention 


BS = 
tention to religion, and does not ftrialy 


confine itſelf to guard the lives and properties 
only of all the citizens ? 


16th. Upon this principle laid down by 
Dr. Prieftley, is it not demonſtrable, that 
no perſon can be qualified to bear a part in 
the ſupreme legiflatrve body, but an Atheiſt ? 
Would Dr. Prieſtley wiſh for a Teſt AR, to 
enforce this deſirable object ? 


17th. Does Dr. Prieſtley diſclaim all hu- 
man authority in matters of ſtate, as well as 
religion t, inaſmuch as the object of the 
Corporation and Teſt Acts is to ſpecify cer- 


tain conditions as neceſſary qualifications 
for the magiſtracy, and other public offices? 


18th. Does Dr. Prieſtley think, that every 
man, in every community, fhould be the 


Judge 


* Sce Dr. Priefiley's Sermon, p. 12. + Ditto, p. 14. 
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judge of his own talents, ability, and quali- 
fications, for every place and fituation in 
that community ; and of right, ought to be 
admitted to places of truſt, power, and au- 
thority, upon his own judgment of himſelf? 
For example, does Dr. Prieftley think, that 
the poor negroes are as admiſſible to the 
magiſtracy, as the diſſenters themſelves ? 


19th. Will Dr. Prieſtley be ſo good as to 
give us ſome inſtances of civil governments 
exiſting without any eftabliſhed religion; 
without regard, or care, or attention to 
any religion; ſince he aſſerts, that the 
civil magiſtrate ſhould be without any of 
theſe +? 


20th. Does Dr. Prieſtley acknowledge 
Chriſtianity to be any part of the conſtitu- 


tion, 


See Dr. Prieſtley's Sermon, p. 15. + Ditto, p. 12. 
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tion, as ſettled at the revolution (by Chriſ- 
tianity, I here mean thoſe articles of faith, 
which Dr. Prieſtley is pleaſed to give his 
ſanction to, as common to all Chriſtians ) ꝰ 
and may diſſenters from any of theſe, in the 
opinion of Dr. Prieftley, be admitted to 
the magiſtracy, conſiſtently with the con- 
ſitution ? 


21ſt. May not the Mahometans be reckon- 
ed Chriſtians, according to Dr. Prieſtley's 
enumeration of the articles of the Chriſtian 
faith +? 


22d. Dr. Prieſtley founds a claim of me- 
rit on behalf of the diſſenters, on their being 
well affected to the conſtitution, as it was 
ſettled at the revolution}. But he ſeems to 


See Dr. Prieitley's Sermon, p. 14. 
+ Ibidem. 


} See Dr. Prieſtley's Sermon, p. 5. 
D contend, 
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contend =, either that there is no ſuch thing 
as he hath before called the conflitution ; or 
that it is a thing of ſo fixed and permanent 
a nature, that it remains eſſentially the ſame, 
in ſpite of all changes in the laws. In the 
firſt caſe, he is defired to explain the merit 
of being well affected to a non- entity; in 
the ſecond, to define what we are to under- 
ſtand the conſtitution to be. 


23d. Let Dr. Prieſtley declare explicitly 
what the conſtitution is: Whether the eſta- 
bliſhed church is, or is not any part of it, 
or ever was ſo: particularly, whether it was 
fo at the revolution —or at his preſent Ma- 
jeſty's coronation—or when it ceaſed to be a 
part of the conſtitution ? 


24th. Dr. Prieſtley ſpeaks of the diſſenters 
as a body : will he be fo good as to explain 


wherein 


* See Dr. Prieſſley's Sermon, p. 8. 
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wherein their corporate capacity confifts *? 
Can it conſiſt in their being diſſenters that 
is to ſay, can diſſention be conſidered as a 
principle of unzon ? 


25th. Dr. Prieſtley fays, that the diſſenters, 
as a body, are unqueſtionably as good members 
of ſociety, as any other part of the community t. 
What ſociety does Dr. Prieſtley mean? does 
he mean as good members of the Chriſtian 
church ? If he does, will he fay whether I, 
who beheve in the divinity of our Lord and 
Saviour Jesus CnkisrT, as expreſsly aſſert- 
ed by himſelf, and who believe every thing 
he uttered, to be oracular and infall:ble—and 
another perſon, who believes the ſame Jeſus 
to have been a mere man, and not infalli- 
ble, can be equally good members of the 
Chriſtian church; that is to ſay, equally at- 
tached to Chriſt's church, and to him? 


* Sce Dr. Prieftley's Sermon, p. f. 
+ Ibidem. 
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26th. Does Dr. Prieſtley mean, that the 
diſſenters of all deſcriptions, inhabiting Great 


Britain, are equally good members of the 
great political ſociety, compoled of all the 
various inhabitants of the realm, as the 
members of the eſtabliſhed church of Eng- 
land, or the members of the eſtabliſhed 
church of Scotland ? Both of which churches 
are ſolemnly acknowledged by the laws of 
the land—both ſworn to be n.aintained by 
his Majeſty at his coronation—both admit- 
ted as conflituent parts of the conſtitution 
of the united kingdoms. 


27th. Will Dr. Prieſtley be fo good as to 
tell us, not only what is the whole of that 
relief which the diſſenters ſolicit, but like- 
wiſe the whole of that Much more which 
they are fully entitled to * ? 


28h. Can Dr. Prieſtley give any ſecurity 
of 


See Dr. Prieſtley's Sermon, p. 5. 
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that what may come up to the expeRations 
of one claſs of diſſenters, in reſpect to tole- 
” finally fatisfaQtory to them 


2qth. Can Dr. Prieſtley give any ſecurity 
to the members of the eſtabliſhed church, 


that the diſſenters will ever be as ready to 
grant the ſame plenary mdulgence to them, 
when no religion ſhall be ſanctioned by the 
law of the land, as he now claims for diſſen- 
ters of all forts and deſcriptions ? 


goth. Doth a fate of peace and liberty, for 
whack a man cannot be too thankful to God, 
differ only, in degree, from the ſevereſt perſe- 


cution + ? 


31ſt. Is not the principle of the Corpora- 
uon and Teſt Acts purely defenſive, i. e. to 


exclude 


* See Dr. Prieſtley's Sermon, 
+ Ditto, p. 11. 
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exclude from power perſcns who, we think, 
cannot be truſted with it confiflently with 
our fafety ? And is not the principle of per- 
ſecution purely offenſive ; obliging men, un- 


der real pains and penalties, to profeſs what 
they do not believe? and are theſe two prin- 
ciples the fame? 


gad. If any man think them the ſame, 
if he think that to be refuſed the magiſtracy 
and public emoluments, is to be ore 
and made a ſlave, is there any other reaſon- 
able ſatisſaction to be given to ſuch a one, 
than to leave him free to retire with his pro- 
perty, and without injury to his perſon, 
whither he will? 


33d. May not the eſtabliſhed church, and 


eſtabliſhed government, with more proprie- 
ty, conſider as ſeditious, the pertinacious re- 
newal of complaints, repeatedly adjudged in 

the 


( 31 ) 
the conſtitutional forms to be unreaſonable ; 
than the difſenters repreſent as perſecution®, 
an excluſion from places of truſt and power, 
on account of opinions which a great majo- 
rity of the community have reſolved to be 
a d:ſqualification ? 


34th. Is not the temper, with which this 
vexatious perunacity is ſtill borne, ſome in- 
ſlance of ſorbearance and charity? and may 
not theſe be conſidered, in ſome fort, as 
marks of the Truth ? 


95th. Will not Jews, Mahometans, Hea- 
thens and Atheiſts, rank as diſſenters, equally 
with any of the ſectaries enumerated by Dr. 
Prieſtley ? (p. 14.) Muſt not Dr. Prieſtley 
acknowledge all the infidels to be included 
in his ſenſe of the word diſſenters; ſince to be 
a diſenler, Dr. Prieſitlcy does net think it ne- 


ca 


* Sce Dr. Prieſiic;'s Sermon, p. 11 & 14. 


( 32 ) 
ceſſary to come under any denomination at 


all ®? 


35th. Does Dr. Prieſtley ſerioully believe, 
or intend ſeriouſly to make others believe, 
that te honour of our country Þ is concerned 
in being governed by him and his brethren, 
or at leaſt in being prepared to receive ſo 
great a bleſſing! that our refuſing to be ſo 
prepared, is ingratitude and imjufiice] to thoſe 


public-ſpirncd diſſenters, who are fo ready to 
take this trouble for us; and who really do 


take the trouble they are now taking, for our 
ſakes ||;—that the great majority of the nation, 
who do not know that they are guilty of any 
injuſtice to Dr. Prieftley and his brethren, and 
who, i they did know it, would heartily join 
in redreſing it, remain under a miſappre- 
henſion in this reſpect, from groſs ignorance 
and blindneſs \? 


See Dr. Prieſtley's Serm. p. 14. + Ditto, p. 13 & 15. 
+ Duco, p. 14. || Dito, p. 15. F Ditto, p. 12 & 13. 


37th. Does - 


th — — as 


(33) 

37th. Does Dr. Prieſtley really think, that 
no proviſion is to be made by the legiſlature 
for the inſtruction of the people in religion 
and virtue, till he is ſufficiently taught, to 
be appointed a miniſter of the church eſta- 
bliſhed by law 2 Or does he really concerve 
that he is oppreſſed in receiving no emolument 
appointed for the miniſters of the church efta- 
bliſhed by law u, while he cannot do the duty, 
for which their wages is appointed them ? 


38th. Does Dr. Prieſtley know, that one 
of the purpoſes for which that money is 
raiſed for the ſupport of the miĩniſters of the 
eſtabliſhed church, to which he is by law 
obliged to contribute, is hzs inſtructionꝰ 
And is it any ſufficient reaſon for an exemp- 
tion from the common charge, that he will 
not, or cannot learn ? 


See Dr. Pricſlicy's Sermon, p. 4 & 5. 
E 


gqth. If 


(34) 

q9th. If money were to be raiſed by one 
general tax throughout the kingdom, for 
the ſpecial purpoſe of paying the judges, and 
other officers of juſtice, or for embodying 
and training the militia, according to a 
ſyſtem of tactics approved and eſtabliſhed 
by the legiſlature, would Dr. Prieſtley de- 
mand an exemption from this tax, in be- 
half of himſelf and his brethren, under the 
pretence that they were made to contribute 
to the expence of the adminiſtration of ju- 
ſtice, or to the defence of the realm, while 
they were excluded from the emoluments of 
both thoſe departments in the ſtate; if the 
caſe ſhould prove, that they were therefore 
only excluded, becauſe they would not, per- 
haps that they could not, act in either, ac- 
cording to the law of the land ? 


goth. If, for the ſake of my children and 
family, and of the example I thought my 
ſtation 


. 


ſtation in life required from me, I were to 
make it a rule to keep no ſervant who did 
not regularly receive the communion of the 
holy ſacrament, at the three great feſtivals 
every year, in the paniſh church, would Dr. 
Prieftley call it oppreſſion or mjuſtice ? And 
can any good reaſon be given, why the le- 
giſlature may not exerciſe the ſame autho- 
rity, in the choice of the ſervants of the 
public, as every maſter of a family muſt be 
allowed to have a right to uſe, in hiring his 
domeſtics ? 


41ſt. Does Dr. Prieſtley affert, either as a 
moraliſt or divine, That it is the duty of every 
man to obtain for hamfelf all the power and all 
the emoluments of public office he can, by every 
means not unlawful ; while without either, 
he conſeſſes himſelf to enjoy a flate of peace 
and liberty; and that in a degree, for which 
he cannot be too thankful to God * ? 


Laſtly, 
* Sec Dr. Prieſtley's Sermon, p. 9 & 10. 


( 36 } 
Laſlly, Doch it not behove Dr. Prieſtley, 


and his brethren, to give an immediate, di- 
re, and con ſiſtent anſwer to theſe Queries, 
or to abandon their pretence of juſtice? And 
if they do not, or cannot, give ſuch an an- 
ſwer, may not the advocates of the Eſta- 
bliſhment fairly conclude, that the claim of 
the diſſenters to relief, and their complaints 
of ill-ufage from their country, on the ſub- 
jett of the Corporation and Teſt Acts, are 
no better than the claims of STUzDY Bre- 
G4R5, and the complaints of IMroOsTORS? 


I an, 
S X. 


Your's, &c. &c. 
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